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October 12, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and tho 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, conpetitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like ne actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Michael Gollaher 
3909 Taft St 
Boise. ID 83703 
USA 
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October 12,2003 

C&Sirmer Michael J copps 
Federal communicatioru Cornminuion 
445 1 Z t h  Street N W  
Wa~hingtm D C 20554 

Dear Michael Coppi, 

I am anitiq to voice my oppodtion to m y  FcCrmpndptcd adoption of " h a d c w t  W tachnalow for digitd t s l e v i e h  pu P commer  
and ci- I feel stroqly that nuch a policy would be bad for irmOvnW C M N ~ O T  &hb, md h ulhnta adoption of DN. 

A robust competitive market for C O M U ~ R  elachrmici mmuf be rooted in rnanufactursn' atdily to innovate for thair omufmm &wing 
movie rmdios to veto features of DN-reception equipant wIll mble the rmdiDs to tell t c c h a o l o ~  what new poducb they cm 
create This will r e d t  in producb thpt don't n e c e i s d y  reflect w h t  c o m m  lika me nctunlly want, md it could r e d t  in me b e i q  
c h q e d  more money fm infericr f u n c t i d t y  

If the FCC Lws a broidcart rlag medate. I would Mtunlly he h i  likely to makn an invabnont in M V a p b l e  rocmvan nnd ~thar 
equipment I will not pay more for devlcei thst limit my w b  i t  tha bchert of Hollywood mcUe do not mandate broadoprt Q 
technology for digitd tclevidon Thpnl: you fca your time. 

Sincerely, 

Francis B d e r  Parker 
244 Liberty Sheet 
PO Box 338 
Dendron, VA 23839 
USA 
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October 12. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Alloving movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipient will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it  could 
result in ne being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely , 

Michael Garcia 
25128 Avenida Ignacio 
Valencia. CA 91355 
USA 



October 12, 2003 

Cornmlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps. 

I am wrtlng to wlce my oppostlon to any FCCmandated idoptlon of "bmdcastflag" bchnalagy (or dlgkal hlevlslnn As e 
consumer and ctlren, I feel strongly that such a polley would be bad (or Innovltlen, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
sdoptlon d D W  

A robust, competltlve market for eonsumsr eleetmnlci must be footed In manuhcturen' abllky to Innovate (or thelr 
customen Allowlng rnovle studlos to veto features ol ON-receptlon equlpmentwlll enable the studlo3 (0 tell technologtats 
what new preducb they can create Thls wlll result In produeb that don't necesmrlly reflect whi t  consumen I l k  me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnhrlor fun&nalky 

If the FCC lswea a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be lesa llkely b make an Investment In DTV-capable r e c e h n  
and other equlprnent I wlll not pay more ?or davlces that llmlt my rlghta nt the beheat d Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology ror d lgb l  televlalon Think you (or your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Janella Slaga 
2895 Harrlson st iw 
San Franclsco, CA 941 10 
USA 
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October 12,2003 

c o ~ d o n o r M i c h a e l I  CopPI 

445 12th s t r c q  Nw 
washingtoq D c 20554 

Fedcd C m u n i c a t i m  Commiedon 

Dew Michael Coppi. 

I m wiitiq to voice my opposition to m y  F C C - m d t e d  adoption of "hroldcprt tla# tcclmology for digital tdevidDn & n cmuuma 
and a- I fed strongly thnt mch a policy would tm bnd for innovnh!. c m u u m ~  Mb.  end tha ultimate SdDption of DTV 

A r o w ,  omnpctitive mwke.t for C M U U ~ R  clcotrm~I~i mum be motmd in mpnufaerursl' ebllity to innovate for thair cultwlm AlIowiq 
movie ltudion to veto feature# of TYN-rec@cm equlpmat 
m~fe ilia wiU r e d t  in produca thnt h ' t  mcctiarily reflect what c o ~ y ~ l c n  like me lohully wmt md it could r e d t  in me b 6 q  
c h g a d  more money for inferior f i m c t i d t y  

If the FCC i m u t n  a brondcnst t h g  mandate. I would nctually tm leu Ucly  to mnlrs m invmtmmt in TYN-capable r e o i v m  md o U a  
equipment I will not pay more for devicen that W my d&t~ at the hehest ai Hdyarood Plepls do not madate inand& 
technology for &tal televbion T~A& you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Daniel Church 
3300,45th Ave South 
Minnanp&. MN 55406 
USA 

a b l e  the 6 s  to trll techdagh what new pmductl they OM 
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Octoba 12,2003 

Commiikmer Michael J Coppi 
Fedefnl Cmnmunicntioru C o m b d o n  

W m n ~ o n ,  D C 20554 

Dear Michnel Coppi, 

1 nm wr i i iq  to voice my oppowition to any F C C - m d t e d  ldDptiDn of"bmndcast tlq" teJlaology for digitpl tdwiim As a o o n m n a  
and n h ,  I feel mtmr@y that mch a p o k y  would be bad for innovntim. ccmauner r@m, and h ultimate adoptirm of DTV 

A robusf competitive market for connumi electronic# muat bm rooted in man- nb%Q to innovate for their c u . t m m  .ah+ 
movie rmdior to veto fenturei of DTV-reception equipment will enable the rmdios to tell tschnnIogih whnt new products they can 
crente Thin will r e d t  in products that don't neceiiuily refLct what c o m m  like me ncturlly want and it could r e d t  in me being 
c h q e d  mom money for inferior h c t i d Q  

If the FCC inuei n bmadcart flng mandate. I would aDtunuy ba le10 M y  to make an invsdmant in Trrv-onpphle rsoQvem md o h  
equipment I will not pay more for devlca that limlt my d&b at the behest of Hollywood. Pled~e do not mandate brondcart % 
technology for &tsl tclevihn ?bank you for your rime 

445 12th streef Nw 

sincerely, 

Robert Dumnu 
50 C h y  Lnnc 
HuntingtoRNY 11743 
USA 



October 12. 2003 

tommlssloner Mlchael J topps 
Federe Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street. NW 
Washlngton, 0 C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposttlon to any FCGmandaM ndoptlon d "broadcast flag" technology for dlglral telmlsbn As a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bod b r  Innwatlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmab 
adoptlon ot D N  

A robust competktde market b r  consumer elemonlcs must be m t e d  In manuhctunn' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
c u m n e n  Allewlng movle studlos to veto (satures ol DN-mceptlon equlpment will enable the studlor to tell technologlstr 
what new products they can create Thls wlll rerult In producb Mat don't necessaflly Mar3 wh i t  conrumen Ilk me 
actually wsnt, and tt could result In me belng charged more money br Infarlor functbnalky 

I7 the FCC Issues a brOadC%3tflPg mandate. I would rctually be lesa llkelyto make an Investment In DN-capable recekrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more tor devlces that llmk my rlghta at the behest ol Hollywand Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology Tor digital televinbn Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely. 

Bradley Colller 
3113 Rhett ct 
Charlotte NC 28273 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NU 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I am,,writinq to voice my opposition to any FCC-man, 
flag technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charqed more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Larry Johnson 
3336 Pine Meadow Dr SE 
Apt 204 
Kentwood. MI 49512 
USA 

ted adoption of '"broadcast 
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October 12, 2003 

C d d o n s r  Miohnel 1 coppn 
Federal Cmnmwicationn Comminaion 
445 12th Street. NW 
Wanhk@% D C 20554 

Dear Michael Coppn, 

I nm writiq to voice my oppodtion to any F C C - m d t e d  dopion of "brmdcut 
and c+izan, I fad nb@y that .uch a policy would bc bnd fcr h v a t i r m .  O~UMVIII~ +a. nnd tho ultimate adopthi of DTV 

A robust, competitive mprket for C O I I I ~ U I I ~  Slsotmn(0~ mud bc rooted in man-' atdlity to innovate for their ouRDmm &wing 
movie mdioi to veto features of ~ ~ ~ - r c c e p t l o n  equipmat wlll a b l e  the rmdiol to tcU t e W o @ t n  w h t  new produaa they CM 

create T l i ~  dl rerult in producu that h't neccridy reflect what colvumm lilrc mu nduliy m t ,  and it could r e d  in ma b- 
c h p d  mora money for infeior fimcrionality 

If the FCC Lmei a broadcaut flag mandate, I would nchlnuy bc lens likely torn& u1 i n v e h e n t  in Ixy-cnpable rooeivm nnd othm 
equipment I wil l  not pay more for devices that h i t  my 
technology fbr Wtal televinion ThpnL you for your timc 

Sincerely, 

technology fcu &td television & a commer 

at b b d w t  of H w o o d  P~CMC do not mandate bmndcsrt flng 

joseph formhnh 
41 mountain rd 
camp3 

MA01344 
USA 



October 12, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Cornmumcations Cornsa lon  
445 12th Sheet, NW 
Washmgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear hhchael Copps, 

I m wnung to voice my opposinon to any FCC-mondntcd adophon of "broadcast flng" technology for dgtd 
telmsion. As a consumer and ahzen, I feel strongly that such P pokcyvould be bad for mnovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulamate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve market for consumer elechomcs must be rooted m mnnufacturers' abdity to innovate for 
their cugtomers. Allowing m o m  stud~os to veto foahlrer of DTV-recephon eqrupment d l  enable the studos to 
tell technologmts what near products h a y  CUI creak ' h s  4 result rn productl that don't nacessdy reflect 
what consumers hke me actudy want, and it could result m me bmng chargad more money for mfenor 
funchonahty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flqmandnte, I would actudy be less likely to m& M mvestment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other cqlupment. I 4 not pay more for devices that h t  my nghts nt the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dgtd tclmrion. ?hank you for your tune. 

Sincerely, 

Nick Lpvely 
15601 Fohage Ave 
Apt. 439 
Apple Valley, MN 55124 
USA 
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October 12. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I am,,writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTO-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This vi11 result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag nandats, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behsst of Hollywmd Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

David Whits 
9085 S 440 East 
Sandy. UT 84070 
USA 



October 12,2003 

Commbdoner Michael J Coppu 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wad!il!@O& D C 20554 

Dear Michnel Coppu. 

I am wri+&18 to voice my opposition to m y  FCC-mandated SdDptiDm of '"broldcprt 
and citizen, I feel stro@y thnt such n policy would be hid for h v n k v .  c m e r  M b .  d the ultimate ndoption of D N  

A rohuut, competitive mnrket for c ~ y u m m  electronics m u t  he moted m mauufwhnrm' ability to innovate for their mutmncrm Allowing 
movie rtudioi to veto fentllrer of DTV-nccptim equipmt will ensble the rtudio# to tall tachdogim whnt new produd they can 
create This will r e d t  in p m d u d  ulnt don't n e c c i i d y  ndect what crmmmm litre me m t d y  wnnt, and it could r e d  in me hekg 
charged mom money for inferior fanctiondiiy 

If the FCC umeu n hroadcnst llng mnndate, I would pctunlly ha lens l i u y  to make M mvamnmt m MV-cnpnble receivm anA other 
equipment I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my rightl at the behest of Holiywood P~GMC do not mandate hrondcprt f q  
technology for digital tclevidon That& you for your time 

technology for di@ telnidon b a c m a  

Sincerely, 

Iophun Wilson 
2110 muin Blvd 
#B445 
Redondo Bench, CA 90278 
USA 
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October 14, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am,,writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like ne actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment i n  DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for  devices that limit ny rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Alain Bertrand 
5791 Masters Court 
West Valley. UT 84128 
USA 
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October 1'2.2003 

Commhmoner Michael J Coppo 
Federal Communication# Commiedon 

W08hh@ots D C 20554 
44s 12th s t r c c  Nw 

Dear Michael Coppi. 

I rn 
and ci- 1 feel ntrongly that ouch a policy would be bad fm innovatiom, c o ~ l l ~ ~ u  +t,. end the ultimate doptirm of M v  

A roburt, competitive market for cMlsUmer electmnico mud bc rooted in mpnufaohu& amly to innovate for their custmna ~ U o w h g  
movie studios to veto feature0 of W-reception equipment slill enable the rmdios to tell te&da$m what new pmducb t h y  OM 

mate  l l i n  will r e d t  in producu that don? neceoonrily reflect w h t  cmuumen like me Loryplly want d i t  could r e d  m mc b e i q  
charged more money for inferior functirmality 

If the FCC unueo a broadcast flag mpndatc. I would sotunlly L l a m i  likaly to makm en hvcrtmant h TyTY-capablo r e c u v a  end o h  
equipment I w i l l n o t p a y m o r e f o r d e v i c ~ t b P t l l m i t m y ~ a t t h e b e h c n o f H ~ ~  Ple~donotmandatctumdoutflq 
technolow for digital tclcviiion Thank you for your time 

to vacc  my opposition to any ~~ClnMdPtcd PdDptiOm of ' " b r o l d c ~  ttohnology for digital tclevidon AS n cmuumer 

sincerely, 

William Robin, 
1911 HodsonAve 
Ln Ha- CA 9063 I 
USA 



October 12, 2003 

Comrmrsioner Wchael J. Coppr 
Federal C o m r n ~ c i h o n s  Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wnbng to voice my opporihon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast fl& technology for dtpd 
television. As a congumer and clhzen, I feel strongly that such a poky wodd be bad for mnovabon, consumer 
tights, and the ulhmate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve marrket for consumer elsctrolllcs must be rootad m manufacmms' at+ to ~ o v n t c  for 
thar customers. Allowng mome sctudoo to veto feamrss of DTV-recsphon cquprnmt MLI enable the smdros to 
tell tedmolopsts what new products they can create. l l u s  d rouult in products that don't n scs r sdy  reflect 
what conrumerr hke me acctually want, ond it could result m ma bang charged more money for mfenor 
funcaonllty. 

If the FCC issues a broadwt flag m d t e ,  I would actudy be less hkdy to m& sn mvestment m DTV-capable 
recavcrs and other equipment. I wll not pay more for demces that lirmt my r i g h t s  at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast f l ~ g  technology for drptd tclmsion. Thank you for your tunc. 

Smcerely, 

Wilhm Strecker 
12556 Postmove Dr 
Samt LousfMO 63146 
USA 
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October 12. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I an writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics nust be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can creats. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Harold Steighner 
E 5 5  7th ave 
Brackenridge. PA 15014 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am Wrklng to MlCe my opposttlon to any FCCmandated ndoptlon of "broadcast IIng" technology b r  dlghl lslevlrlon As B 
consumer and cklren, I feel strongly that w c h  a p~ l l cy  w u l d  be bnd lor  Innmtlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DW 

A robust, competltke mark& for consumer electronlei must be &d In manuhduren' ablllty to Innovate lor  thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features d DlV-receptlon equlpment wtll enable the dudlos to tell MChnOlOglm 
what new producb they can create Thls wlll result In produeb that don't necesiarlly reflect what consumem Ilk me 
aetually want, and k could result In me belng charged more money b r  lnhrlor fundlonaUty 

IT the FCC Issues a broadcast Tlag mandate. I would actually be lass l lkelyb mike an Investment In DN-capable recelven 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for dewlcea that llmlt my rlghta at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadeast 11.51 technology lor  dlQltal televlrlon Thank you b r  your tlma 

Slncerely, 

Bryan Johns 
4145 Grass Farm Road 
Wetumpka, AL 36092 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Commissioner Ihchacl J. Copps 
Federal Commwcahons Commission 
445 12th Skcek NW 
Washmggton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wcitmg to voice my opposrhon to m y  FCC-mmdated adophon of "broadcast flng" rechnology foz &gtd 
relension. As a consumer and ahZen, I feel strongiy that such a pohcywould be bad for movahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ultimate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compehave market for consumer electromcs must be rooted m monufacturerr' abhty to lnnovate for 
thmr customers. Allowmg movie studios to veto fcnturei of DTV-rcccphon equipment WIU enable the smdlos to 
tell technologsts what new products thsy CM creab. ' l h 5  d reault in products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consum~rs hke me nctudly want, nnd it could result m me bsrng dvrrged more monay for mfenor 
funcbonality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flng mmdate, I would ac"Idly be less L U y  to mnke on mvestment m DTV-cnpnble 
receivers and other equipment. I unll not pay more for h c e s  that Lmit my n&ts nt the behest of HoUyood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for chgtal television. ?hank you for your tune. 

Smcerel y, 

IGqm Shortell 
1955 Landess Ave 
Mdpitas, CA 95035 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Commissioner Uchd J. Copps 
Federal Communiahonr Comrmsnon 
445 12th Street, N W  
Wnrhmgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I m wntmg to voice my opposibon to any FCC-mandated ndophon of "brondcart flag' technology for &gd 
telemsion. A5 a consumer and omen, I fed strongIy that such a policy would be bad for mnovnbon, consumer 
nghts, and the ultunnte adoption of DTV. 

A robust, compebhve mvkct for consumer dectronrcr must be roowd m manufacturers' aMty to movate  for 
their customers. AUoumg movie studios to veto featurci of DTV-rscephon qupment wd enable the studos to 
tell technoloptr what new products they can crmb. l h s  wd result m products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result m ms  bang charged more money for mfenor 
funcbondity. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flng mandata, I would actudy be ~ O B E  h!dy to m& an mvestment m W - c a p a b l e  
rccclvers and other cqupment. I wd not pay more for h c s s  that h t  my n&ts at the behest of Hollvood 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &@tal television. Thank you for your hmc. 

Smcerdy, 

Charles McLuughlin 
733 Sanford St. 
Red Wing, MN 55066 
USA 
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October 12. 2003 

tommissbner Michael J copps 
Federal Comrnunlcatbns Commlsslon 

Weshlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to ask you not to approva of rnnndate any broadcast flag technology b r  dlgltpl television 

As a scientist. I do not have the luxury d belng able to be home and watehlng my televlslon whenever a program airs I 
therefore regularly "tlrne-shW prognms using a standard analog VCR 

The present proposal from the MPA4 would result In blevlslOn signals thmt I cannot record and make use d as I choose 
This right Is prntecled under the h l r  use exemptbns to copyrlght law, and tt Is suppomd by the technology I presently 
have Please be assured that I will not purchase new equlpment f tt uses broadcast flags to mmme rights that I presently 
have, no matier how much sharper the picture may be 

445 12th Street, NW 

Slncerely, 

Allk Wldga 
5800 Munhall Road 
#E03 
Pktsburgh, PA 16217 
USA 
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October 13,2003 

Co&moncs Michne11 Cappo 
Federal Communications Commisdon 
445 12th street, Nw 
WnEh!#oq D C 20554 

Dew Michaal Copps. 

I m writ& to voice my oppomtion to m y  FCC-mpndPtrd dopion of "hndcprt hg tcchnalogy for digital trlevldon h P c o m e r  
end ciw I feel emngly that uuch 0 policy would be bad for trmwatim. c~nnrmlr i&b, nnd ha d b a t a  ndoptirm of DN 

A rob- oompctitive markst for C M N ~ C T  a l s o ~ i  m u t  bo rooted in mnnufnnhum' nbUy to h m t e  fcu their Durtmnm AUO- 
movie rmdion to veto features of DTV-reception iqvlpment arlll mnbh the mhdh to tell taehnologlrtl whnt new p o d d  they c m  
mate 'Ihir will r e d t  in pioduch h t  h't necenuily r a a  whnt consumen &e me .bluly want, and it c d  moult in me be@ 
c m e d  mora money for inferior functirmplity 

If tho FCC Lms a brondcMt flag m d t e .  I would achrnlly be lsn likely to mplrc M invorbnmt in DTV-cnpabh n c e i v m  and o h  
equipment I d not pny more for devLcei thnt limit my dght~ 0t the bahelt of Hollywood %ut 40 not mmdata broadcut tlq 
technology for d@td television ?%AI& you for your time 

sinc€Tely, 

David muthier 
1334 CMm St #Z 
San Fmcbco,  CA 941 14 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Cammlsslon 

Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrnlng to volce my opposnlan to m y  FCGrnandaW adoptlon of 'broadcast f l a ~ "  technology for dlglkl telwlslon AS a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly thst such s poky  wuld be k d  lor  Innawatlon, consumer rlghta snd the ultlrnate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competltlve market far consumer electronlea must be moted In rnanuhcturerd ablltty to I n n m t e  lor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle itudlos to veto (saturea of DlV-reception qulpment wlll enable the stud& to fall tcehneloglrts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don? necerrarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually m n t ,  end ~t could reiult In me belng charged more money lor Infertor functlonrlttj 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkaly to make on Investment In DN-capable recehr9 
and other aqulpment I wlll not pay more lor devlcai that llmM my rlghta at the behest of Hollywood PIesso do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlghl  televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Alfred Frlsch 
2190 mssar d r k  
Boulder, CO 80305 
USA 

445 12th Strest, NW 



October 13, 2003 

Cornsstoner M d m 4  J.  Copps 
Federal Communicabons Comrmssion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Uchad Copps, 

I am wnurig to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated Pdopbon of "broadcart f l d  technology for &gtd 
telmsion. As a consumer and ahzen, I feel strongly that such a pohcy would be bad for mnovahon, consumer 
n&r, and the ulamate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, cornpeatwe market for consumer clectromcs must be rooted m manufacturers' a M t y  to movate  for 
their customers. Allowing mome rtu&oo to veto features of DTV-recephon equipment wll enable the shldos to 
tell technolopts what new products they can create. l h s  d result in products that don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers hke me actually want, and i t  could rssult m me bang chnrgsd mors money for infenor 
hchonahty.  

If ths FCC issues a broadcast flng mmdnte, I would achwlly be less h U y  to maka M ~ ~ v e s h n e n t  in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equpmcnt. I wdl not pay more for dcPlces that h t  my ri&s at the behest of Hollywood. 
P l e ~ s e  do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &ptd telwarion. Thank p u  for your bane. 

Smcerely, 

fichelle Vadcboncoeur 
44 Birch St. 
Needham, MA 02494 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael .I Copps 
Fedeml Communlcatlons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to voice my opposklon to any FCC-msndetad adoptlon of "brnmdcest flag" technology for dlgltal television Aa e 
consumer and enlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad h r  Innantlan. consumer rlghts. and the ultlrnate 
edoptlon d D l V  

A robust, cornpetitbe market tor consumer elec4ronler musi be rooted In manukehmn' abllity to Innovate for their 
customen Allewlng mwle studlor to veto tsaturea d MV-raceptbn equipment will enable the r tudh to tell bchnologlats 
what new product9 they can create Thla wlll resutl In pmducb that don't neewmrlly Meet what eonrumcn like me 
aetually want, and tt could result In me belng charged more money tor Infarlor fundonality 

If the FCC Isaues a broadcast rlag mandata, I Wbuld aaually be less llkely to make sn Investment In DN-capable receivam 
and other equipment I wlll not pay more tor  d w b a  that llmn my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televhbn Think you tor your time 

Sincerely, 

3305 Summn Ave 
Dewnlngtnwn. PA 19335 
USA 

Thomas Hilbert 
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October i3 ,  2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrhlng to volce my oppostlon to any FCGmmdnted sdoptlon d "brosdcaetflag* technology lor  dIgk.1 tslevlsbn As a 
consumer and cnlzen. I feel strongly thnt such a pollcy would be bed lor Innantbn, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
sdoptlon d DlV  

A robust competitlve market lor  consumer electronlca must be rooted In manukcturen' ablllty to Innovate l o r  thelr 
customem Allowlng movle studlos to veto haturn8 d DlV-reception equlpment wlll enable the studloo to tell schnologlm 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't newrsarlly reflect whi t  conmumera I l k  me 
aeually want, and It could result In me belng ehamed more money for lnhrlor funcHonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would sctually be less llkely to make an Invsstment In DlV-capable recehrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devlees that IlmH my rlghts at the behest d Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgttal televlalon Thank you lor your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Dan Bldwa 
5820 Phllllps Avenue 
Phburgh,  PA 15217 
USA 
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October 13. 2003 

Comrmssioner Uchael J. Copps 
Federal Commurucanons Comnussion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Denr Uchael Copps, 

I pm wnhng to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mmdated adophon of "broadcast fl& technology for diptd 
television. As s consumer and ahzen, I fed strongly that such 4 pohcy would be bad for mnovauon, consumer 
rights, and the ulhmatc adoption of DTV. 

A robust, compenhve market for consumer electromcr must be rooted ur mmufacturerr' abhty to movate  for 
thar customers. AUouvlg movie studios to veto features of DTV-reccphon equipment d l  enable the studios to 
tell technolopsts what new products they can create. ' h s  d result m products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me bang c h v d  more money for mfenor 
funchonlLty. 

If tho FCC issues P broadcast flag mandate, I would acmnlly be less h!dy to mnlrs an mveihnent m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equpmmt. I d not pay more for devices that Lmrt my n&ts at the behest of Hollywood 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dig~tal television. 'Ihhnnk you for your hme. 

Smcerely, 

Paul ILley 
5130 Wayne Ave 
Phdadelphia, PA 19144 
USA 
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October 14, 2003 

commlssloner Mlchael J copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposklon to any FCtmnndated adoptlon of"brnadcadfIag" technology (or dlgttal televlslon As a 
consumer and cttlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovstlon, consumer rlghtr, and the ultlmah 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, cornpetkbe market for consumer electmnlcI must be rooted In manufacturers ebllky to l nnmte  (or thelr 
customers Allowlng movle StudlOS to veto features of DW-reCeptbn equlpment wlll enable the studlbs to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In product9 that don't necersarlly reflect what con sum el^ Ilk me 
actually want. and M could result In me belng charged m e n  money (or Inferlor functlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I wuld actually be le91 Ilbly to make an lnveetment In DW-capnble recelven 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlcea that llmk my r l g h  at the behwt o( Hollywaod Pleaae do not mandnte 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltsl televklon Thank you (or yourtlrne 

Slncerely, 

ROSS Prlmrose 
3537 Days Ln 
tatlett, VA 201 19 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communlcstlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D c 20554 

D M  Mlchaei Copps, 

I am wrtlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon o( "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltel blwlslon As a 
consumer and cklren, I feel strongly that such n pollcy would be bad for Innomtbn, consumer rlghb, and the ultlmate 
sdoptlon or DN 

A robust, compettlve market for consumer electmnlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablltty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studios to veto (eatures al DlV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studb to tell teChnOlOglrts 
what new produrn they can create Thls wlll reiult In product3 that don? necerarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually wmt. and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functbnaltty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mindate. I would actually be less Ilkely to maks an lnvaatment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more b r  d e m s  that hi? my rlghts et the behest al Hollywood Pleaae do not mandate 
broadcaa flag technology for dlgttal televlslon Thank you (or your t h e .  

sincerely, 

Chad Wllson 
3550 Country Square Dr Apt 203 
Carrolltan, TX 75006 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commissioner Wchael J. Copps 
Federal Commucabons Commssion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washmgton, D.C. 20554 

Denr Michael Copps, 

I am w n m g  to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcdcnst fld tedrnology for di@ 
television. As a consumer and ahzm, I feel sbongly that such a pohcy would be bad for mnovibon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve mnrrkct for consumer elcctcoomcs must be rooted m manufacturers' aMty to -ovate for 
their customers. AUo\nng mome studios to veto features of DTV-recephon equipment wll enable the studlos to 
tell tachno~opsts what new products they con create. This wll result m products that don't nncessdy reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and i t  could result m me b a g  c h q d  more money for mfenor 
funcuonPlty. 

If  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would nctudly be less Lkely to mpke an mvcstment m JYTV-capabIe 
recavers and other equipment. I MU not pay more for devices that h t  my rights at the behest of Hollyarood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital telmtion. 'Ihank p u  for pur  hme. 

Smcerely, 

Scott Shmbaugh 
3073 Sundown Ct NE 
Sdem, OR 97305 
USA 
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October 14, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Hichael Copps. 

I am,,writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like ne actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag nandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the bhest of Hollgwmd Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for drgital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

JoseDh McMahon 
130 'Forests Edge Place 
Laurel. MD 20724 
USA 


